[P] Now if in the matter of the /ulab, which derives 
from the authority of the Torah, one says, 
“concerning the commandment of the elders,” 
Hanukkah. which is a matter of scribal authority to 
begin with, all the more so [one should say that the 
commandment derives merely from the elders]. 


[Q] The sole point at which we must raise a 
question, then, is what R. Yohanan said with 
regard to Hanukkah. 


[1:4 A] Hiyya son of Rab said a blessing for each time [one takes the Julab]. 
[B] R. Hunah said a blessing only one time alone. 
[C] R. Huna in the name of R. Joseph: “The reasoning of R. Hunah is this: 


[D] “Separating tithe from doubtfully tithed produce derives from the 
authority of the scribes, and taking up the lulab on the other days of the 
Festival, after the first, likewise derives from the authority of the 
scribes. 


[E] “Just as in the case of separating tithe from doubtfully tithed produce, 
one does not say a blessing, so with regard to taking up the lulab on 
the other days of the Festival, one does not say a blessing on that 
account.” 


3:5 
[A] A stolen or dried up citron is invalid. 


[B] And one deriving from an asherah or from an apostate town is 
invalid. 


[C] [If it derived from] orlah-fruit, it is invalid. 
[D] [If it derived from] unclean heave-offering, it is invalid. 


[E] [If it derived from] clean heave-offering, one should not carry it. But 
if he carried it, it is valid. 


[F] One which is in the status of doubtfully tithed produce — 
[G] the House of Shammai declare in valid. 
[H] And the House of Hillel declare valid. 


[I] And one in the status of second tithe in Jerusalem one should not 
carry. But if he carried it, it is valid. 


[I:1 A] Itis written, “The fruit of a goodly tree” (Lev. 23:40). 


